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Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 

Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 

Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—179 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle (PA) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu (CA) 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle (PA) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 

Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu (CA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—12 

Carter (TX) 
Deutch 
Duckworth 
Forbes 

Green, Gene 
Hastings 
Hinojosa 
Johnson, Sam 

Marchant 
Nunnelee 
Perlmutter 
Thompson (MS) 

b 1315 

Mr. KATKO changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Madam 

Speaker, on rollcall No. 45, I regrettably 
missed the vote, but I fully support this crucial 
legislation to protect the unborn. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Stated against: 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 

Speaker, on rollcall No. 45, had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, on 
Thursday, January 22, 2015 I was not present 
to vote on H.R. 7, legislation intruding on 
women’s reproductive freedom and access to 
health care. I wish the record to reflect my in-
tentions had I been present to vote. Had I 
been present for roll call No. 45, I would have 
voted ‘‘no.’’ 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCARTHY), the majority leader, for 
the purpose of inquiring about the 
schedule for the week to come. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the House 
will meet at noon for morning hour and 
2 p.m. for legislative business. Votes 
will be postponed until 6:30 p.m. On 
Tuesday, the House will meet at 10 
a.m. for morning hour and noon for leg-
islative business. On Wednesday, the 
House will meet at 9 a.m. for legisla-
tive business. Last votes for the week 
are expected around noon. On Thursday 
and Friday, no votes are expected. 

The House will consider a number of 
bipartisan suspensions next week to 
combat human trafficking. A complete 
list will be announced at close of busi-
ness today. 

In addition, the House will consider 
H.R. 351, authored by Representative 
BILL JOHNSON. This bipartisan bill will 
expedite liquefied natural gas exports 
to our allies. In order to boost our 
economy here at home and encourage 
global energy security, we must help 
clear the backlog of export applica-
tions currently pending at the Depart-
ment of Energy, and I thank the gen-
tleman from Ohio for sponsoring this 
important bill. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the House will 
consider H.R. 399, the Secure Our Bor-
ders First Act, authored by Chairman 
MCCAUL, which requires the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to achieve 
operational control of our border. The 

bill also ensures that we are using the 
latest technologies to assist with bor-
der enforcement and takes the com-
monsense step of allowing greater ac-
cess to the border region—specifically, 
Federal lands—to Customs and Border 
Patrol officers. 

I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for his information. The last bill he 
says will be on the floor, I presume 
that it will be on the floor on Wednes-
day. Is that accurate? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Yes, that is accu-

rate. 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for that information. 
As the gentleman knows, in the last 

Congress the Homeland Security Com-
mittee, chaired by Mr. MCCAUL, passed 
out of the committee a bipartisan bill 
that was supported—as a matter of 
fact, I think it was reported out by 
voice vote, and it was supported by 
Chairman MCCAUL and Ranking Mem-
ber THOMPSON, as well as Republicans 
and Democrats from the committee. 

As you know, so far this month in 
January we have spent time, frankly, 
recycling what we perceive to be par-
tisan bills from the last Congress. Un-
fortunately, it appears that we are 
going to do the same thing next week, 
and I ask the majority leader, Mr. 
Speaker, we have a bipartisan bill that 
just months ago was supported by 
Democrats and Republicans, reported 
out of committee, not brought to the 
floor, unfortunately, but reported out 
of committee I think unanimously, or 
at least without voiced opposition, and 
now instead of taking that bill up, 
which we know has broad bipartisan 
support, we have a bill that is now 
going to be reported to the floor with-
out going to committee, without being 
marked up—excuse me, it was marked 
up yesterday. I am corrected. It was 
filed and marked up within hours of 
one another, no considered judgment, 
no hearings. It may have been marked 
up, but no hearings, no notice to the 
public that the bill was pending, no op-
portunity for the public or Members to 
look at it. As I understand it, the com-
mittee was organized yesterday at 10 
a.m., and this bill was considered at 2 
p.m. or some time in that timeframe. 

But my concern, Mr. Leader, is that 
we continue to go down the path of 
having bipartisan agreements worked 
out in committee, and now at the be-
ginning of this Congress we are simply 
seeing partisan bill after partisan bill. 

I understand that your side had a vic-
tory in the election and expanded your 
membership. However, the President, 
as he pointed out, is still in office, and 
in order to get something done—we are 
all for border security. That is why the 
committee reported out the bill in the 
last Congress. We had agreement on it. 
I lament the fact that we didn’t bring 
the bipartisan bill, which would have 
gotten overwhelming support, in my 
opinion. Substituting that on Wednes-
day, where we are going to come in at 
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9 and go out at 12, we will have a rule 
on that, maybe the rule the day before. 
There will be a very short time to con-
sider this. 

We are bringing a partisan bill that 
is going to engender a lot of opposition 
on our side. It is going to be opposed by 
Mr. THOMPSON. It is so unfortunate, 
Mr. Speaker, that having achieved bi-
partisan agreement on a priority item, 
that is, border security, that within 
hours yesterday we turned that into a 
partisan bill on which there is neither 
consensus nor widespread agreement. 

I am sure the gentleman had the op-
portunity to hear a quote about the 
first 3 weeks of this session from one of 
his Republican Members, Mr. DENT, 
who talked about week one being, of 
course, the Speakership election. 

Then week two, we got into a big 
fight over deporting children under 
DREAMers, which I thought we had a 
consensus on, but we got into a big 
fight about that. 

And week three, we talked about 
rape and incest and, frankly, a partisan 
bill on a very, very important subject 
which did not have significant consid-
eration and was substituted at 9 p.m. 
last night, no committee hearing, no 
committee input, no testimony avail-
able for that bill. 

I would say, Mr. Speaker, we under-
stand there are going to be differences 
between the Republican side and the 
Democratic side on issues, but repeat-
edly, Mr. Speaker, I hear the Speaker 
and the majority leader and others 
talk about a transparent Congress. I 
hear them talk about regular order and 
how they are going to return to that, 
and how they are going to have consid-
eration of bills. The majority leader 
himself was quoted a number of times 
saying we are going to have 72 hours. 

The bill that we just considered on 
this floor had less, frankly, than 12 
hours before it was brought to this 
floor out of the Rules Committee. I 
would hope, Mr. Leader, that if you are 
going to go through with this border 
security bill—we will have an argu-
ment about it, and it will be largely a 
partisan vote on it. That is unfortu-
nate, because we ought to be coming 
together, working together, creating 
consensus on making sure our borders 
are secure, as happened in the last Con-
gress but is not repeated here. 

b 1330 

I will be glad to yield to my friend. 
I don’t know whether this is going to 

be a closed rule or not. If I were bet-
ting, though, based upon the first 3 
weeks of this session, I would bet it is 
going to be a closed rule or a struc-
tured rule with very, very few amend-
ments, given the timeframe available 
to us. 

I would say that we are very con-
cerned on this side of the aisle, Mr. 
Leader, I will tell the Speaker that we 
are concerned about the closed proc-
esses that we are going through, the 
partisan processes that we are going 
through, and the lack of transparency 

and consideration that is being given 
to the bills that are coming to this 
floor. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
I listened very closely to you, but I 

think we have two different experi-
ences. I watched on the day of swearing 
in we had Hire More Heroes. Every sin-
gle Member on both sides of the aisle 
voted for it. That was bipartisan. 

I watched, Mr. Speaker, bringing up a 
bill from Mr. FITZPATRICK, where we 
had a bipartisan vote just a few months 
before, and the reason we brought it 
back—committees were not organized 
yet, we were just in—so we grabbed a 
bipartisan bill, but many Members on 
the other side of the aisle—and we had 
it on suspension—changed their vote 
just in a month before, but we were 
able to pass that, again, bipartisan. 

Earlier, in asking me what would 
come to the floor next week, you heard 
me say 12 bipartisan bills on suspen-
sion that deal with human trafficking. 

You bring up the border bill. It has 
been noticed for a week—remember, we 
have been here for 2 weeks—it has been 
marked up in committee where both 
sides late into the night got to debate, 
where Members on both sides of the 
aisle got to express their opinions and 
their amendments the way the system 
should work. 

We have noticed that today, more 
than 72 hours of why it will go up on 
Wednesday and not Friday, both sides 
have their retreats. We already had 
ours. We left that Wednesday, yours 
going through there. So there has been 
more notice. There has been clear de-
bate. There has been bipartisan bills 
here. 

I have no problem or qualm with a 
difference of philosophical opinion. The 
problem I have is when we misstate 
what history has shown. 

You asked me about the rule. Bring-
ing up the bill, I will leave the type of 
the rule that will accompany the bill 
up to the Rules Committee and Chair-
man SESSIONS. I do expect, though, a 
robust debate and look forward to con-
sideration participation on both sides 
of the aisle. 

Mr. HOYER. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. 
I am not sure I heard. Do you think it 
is going to come up on a closed rule or 
a structured rule? I am sorry. Did you 
mention that? 

Mr. MCCARTHY. If the gentleman 
will yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I expect the type of 
rule—and I leave that up to the Rules 
Committee and Chairman SESSIONS— 
but I do expect to have debate from 
both sides of the aisle. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
find it shocking if a bill ever came to 
this floor that precluded all debate. 
The gentleman is telling me it is going 
to come up and there will be time for 
debate. I don’t know that I have ever 
been here where a bill came up that 

had no time for debate, so I assume 
that, Mr. Speaker, to be the case. 

The question is: Will there be an op-
portunity for Members to offer amend-
ments so that perhaps we can get back 
to the bipartisan bill that was reported 
out of the committee and leave the 
partisan parts of that bill for further 
discussion, debate, and amendment? 
We would like to have the opportunity 
to vote on such an amendment. 

I ask my friend again, there is no 
doubt, Mr. Speaker, that I believe 
there will be time for debate. It won’t 
be very much time, I presume, but I 
presume there will be time for debate. 

But will there be time to offer alter-
native views and provisions to that bill 
as it is debated? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
As the gentleman knows, committees 

have jurisdiction. The Rules Com-
mittee is where you decide what rules 
comes forward. Chairman SESSIONS and 
those in the Rules Committee will take 
that up. As soon as a decision is made, 
we will notify every Member of the 
House. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman— 
I don’t know the answer, but I thank 
the gentleman for his observation. 

I would observe, though, he men-
tioned a heroes bill. That was obvi-
ously overwhelmingly a bipartisan bill. 
You didn’t hear me complain about 
that or anybody else complain about it. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. If the gentleman 
will yield, I didn’t even hear you bring 
it up when you say we weren’t bipar-
tisan. 

Mr. HOYER. Right. 
The Keystone bill, however, which I 

think is a very important issue, was 
made partisan. The 30- to 40-hour work-
week was made partisan. 

The Regulatory Accountability Act, 
as the gentleman mentioned—excuse 
me, the Financial Services—that bill 
was changed. It was changed without a 
hearing. It was changed without public 
testimony, as I had a personal discus-
sion, Mr. Speaker, with the majority 
leader about the change that occurred 
from the House bill that was passed. 

So that bill was made, again, a par-
tisan piece of legislation. Unfortu-
nately, it could have passed on suspen-
sion, I think, as it did the year before, 
had it not been changed. 

On the pipeline permitting legisla-
tion, again, not a bipartisan bill. This 
bill that we just considered, obviously 
very partisan, but no hearings and a 
closed rule. 

Again, very important issues brought 
up and, I would suggest to the gen-
tleman, nontransparent. He mentioned 
the bill that was filed last Friday, the 
border security bill, which is coming 
up Wednesday. The committee orga-
nized at 10. This bill was passed some-
time shortly after 2—or thereafter. De-
bate started at 2. 

When we talk about transparency, 
when we talk about regular order, very 
frankly, on pieces of substantive legis-
lation, regular order, I would suggest, 
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Mr. Speaker, to the majority leader, is 
not introducing a bill, then we are off 
for 3 days, coming back, and the day 
after organizing the committee with-
out hearings, without any testimony, 
then passing the bill, and bringing it to 
the floor, when clearly it is a partisan 
difference. 

We will move on, Mr. Leader. I know 
you are happy about that. 

As the gentleman knows, after next 
week, we have two 4-day weeks sched-
uled in February prior to the Presi-
dent’s Day recess. 

Can the gentleman give me a sense of 
what legislation will be on the floor in 
February, again, Mr. Speaker, so that 
Members can have some knowledge of 
what might be brought to the floor, so 
that they can prepare and the public 
knows what legislation is going to be 
considered? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
We have made no decisions on Feb-

ruary and notification yet, but as soon 
as we do, we will give ample time for 
all to know. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
and, again, would emphasize that the 
majority leader, Mr. Speaker, has 
made it clear in his statements, both in 
a book that he and two others coau-
thored prior to their taking the major-
ity, but he has said numerous times 
since then about his commitment to 
transparency, openness, 72-hour rule, 
which has been 3-day rule—it used to 
be 72 hours, now 3 days. 

Three days, I suggest, Mr. Speaker, 
can be 26 hours. That is the last hour of 
the third day and the first hour of the 
third day. I understand that, but that 
is not regular order. We have all 
breached that. We all understand that. 

Having said that, this Congress has 
started with closed rules, no hearings, 
and anything but regular order. I would 
urge, Mr. Speaker, that the majority 
leader try to adhere to that. 

As he has observed in the past, if we 
do that, I think we will have better leg-
islation, greater participation by Mem-
bers, and reflect better the voice of the 
American people. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
First, I want to thank the gen-

tleman. If you quoted my book, I hope 
you bought it, so I thank you for that. 
Proceeds went to help the veterans. 

I listened to what the gentleman 
said. As the gentleman knows, any new 
Congress, when you start, the commit-
tees are just beginning to organize. 
That is why, when we look to legisla-
tion, we look to those that the Amer-
ican public wanted. 

You had brought up Keystone. Twen-
ty-eight Members on your side of the 
aisle voted for it. I would consider that 
bipartisan. You have a large majority 
of Americans who want it and waited 5 
years. 

I know you bring up that we had a 
debate on the border, but we just now 

organized, and we were just now sworn 
in, but they have been debating this 
issue for quite some time. 

It is our intention to run this House 
in a very open manner. I have been 
here when it has not been, and just as 
we said in our book, I think the Amer-
ican public wins when we go through 
regular order and we have greater 
transparency. I look forward to work-
ing with the gentleman as we progress 
throughout the term. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
I don’t want to be very cynical, but 

talk is fine. Performance—as Ronald 
Reagan said: ‘‘Trust, but verify.’’ We 
can read the talk, we can read the as-
sertions, we can read the promises, but 
if it is not carried out, the American 
people are going to be—and continue to 
be, as they were when the gentleman 
appealed to them in his book—they are 
going to be cynical about our actions. 

I think Mr. DENT observed it cor-
rectly. For the first 3 weeks, we have 
gone through a partisan practice. 
Hopefully, we can, Mr. Speaker, skew 
that in the future, give notice, make 
sure everybody has the opportunity to 
participate, make sure that we have 
the ideas from both parties and the 
American people, given opportunity to 
be expressed and, yes, to be included. 

Next week, we will bring to the floor, 
as we have in the past, a bill that 
skews and abandons bipartisanship, 
which was achieved in the last Con-
gress through the same committee for 
a partisan bill on which there will not 
be agreement. That is unfortunate for 
the security of our country. It is unfor-
tunate for the due process of this insti-
tution. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
JANUARY 26, 2015 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday, January 26, 2015, 
when it shall convene at noon for 
morning-hour debate and 2 p.m. for leg-
islative business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HARDY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

SUPPORTING THE MARCH FOR 
LIFE 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to recognize and 
thank the thousands—tens of thou-
sands—of Americans who traveled to 
Washington, D.C., to participate in to-
day’s March for Life. 

They came here today to remember a 
somber occasion, the anniversary of 
the Roe v. Wade Supreme Court deci-
sion. It has been 42 years since that 

fateful decision, and while years have 
worn on, its impact on this country 
have not diminished. 

Those who participated in the march 
today came from across the Nation, 
from every State—despite the cold and 
the weather—for one reason: the next 
generation of Americans depends on it. 

Millions of Americans have been un-
able to pursue their dreams and defend 
their inalienable rights because of 
abortion. This is not justice. This is 
not freedom. I stand with those who 
march for life. I honor those who 
march for life. 

This is my seventh March for Life 
since coming to Congress. Knowing 
that, I can promise that as long as the 
lives of innocent unborn children are at 
risk, there will be those who will make 
a stand against it. 

f 

HONORING WILLIAM KORTUM 
(Mr. HUFFMAN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in honor and memory of Bill 
Kortum, regarded by many as the fa-
ther of the environmental movement in 
Sonoma County. 

Bill grew up in a Sonoma County 
that was much more rural and undevel-
oped than today. By the early 1960s, he 
foresaw that a growing population 
could threaten the county’s natural 
landscape, so he fought to protect the 
home he loved. 

He was singularly responsible for in-
stituting lasting environmental protec-
tions throughout Sonoma County and 
California, though he would never 
claim credit for them. 

One of Bill’s first victories was to 
prevent the development of PG&E’s nu-
clear power plant at Bodega Head. He 
helped create the California Coastal 
Commission, which continues to guar-
antee public access to the coast today. 

He established Sonoma County Con-
servation Action, helped create the 
Sonoma County Open Space District, 
and championed the Sonoma Land 
Trust and the SMART train. 

Bill illustrates the incredible impact 
one person can have in making the 
world a better place. His legacy in 
Sonoma County and beyond will not 
soon be forgotten. 

I extend my deepest condolences to 
his partner in much of this work, his 
dear wife Lucy, as well as his three 
children and grandchildren. 

f 

HONORING WINSTON CHURCHILL 
(Mr. HOLDING asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, this Sat-
urday, January 24, marks the 50th an-
niversary of the death of Winston 
Churchill. Over the past half century, 
he has passed from memory into his-
tory, yet stands unchallenged as one of 
the greatest figures of modern times. 
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